WETHERSFIELD PLANNING AND ZONING COMMISSION
PUBLIC HEARING AND MEETING Janyat5, 2013

The Wethersfield Planning and Zoning Commissiomwl leebublic hearing and meeting on Tuesday,
January 15, 2013 at 7:00 p.m. in the Wethersfiedm Council Chambers located at Town Hall, 505
Silas Deane Highway, Wethersfield, Connecticut @10

1. CALL TO ORDER:
Chairman Harley called the meeting to order at .05.

1.1 ROLL CALL & SEATING OF ALTERNATES (5 members raged for a quorum):

Clerk Margiotta called the roll as follows:

Member Name Preeni | Absen | Excuse
Thomas Harle, Chairma 4

Richard Rober, Vice Chairma v

Antonio Margiotta, Cler v

Joseph Hamm 4
George Oickl v

Anthony Homick 4
James Hugh v
Dave Edward v

Angelo Robert Fazzit v

Thomas Deai(alternate 4

Alex Vasel(alternate v

Leigh Standisl(alternate v

Also present: Peter Gillespie, Town Planner/Ecacddevelopment Manager;
Denise Bradley, AssistardriPler;
Michael Turner, Town Enginee
Director of Maintenance ddplerations, Fred Bushey;
Wethersfield High SchoolrRipal, Thomas Moore;
Christine Fortunato, Chargma, Building Committee;
J. Edward Brymer, Jr., Vi€kairperson, Building Committee

Chairman Harley noted at the time of roll call tharere six (6) full members and two (2) alternate
members in attendance. All members present ticpeate.

Members of the Public were present.

2. OLD BUSINESS:

2.1 APPLICATION NO. 1785-12-Z: TO Design, LLCSeeking Site Plan and Design Review for
renovations and additions to the building and &ité11 Wolcott Hill Road (Wethersfield High School)
--- Continued from 12-18-12 and 01-02-13 PZC Megsin

Mark Fisher of TO Design, LLC; Stephen Ullman, FoEAlfred Benesch & Company (note: Purcell
Associates, Inc. is now affiliated with Alfred Besoh & Company); and Michael Turner, Town
Engineer appeared before the Commission Seekied”&inh and Design Review for renovations and
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additions to the building and site at 411 Wolcott Road (Wethersfield High School). [Rusty Malik,
Educational Architect, Quisenberry & Arcari Archats, LLC, was unable to attend this hearing

The Commissioners, Mr. Fisher, Mr. Ullman, Mr. Ternand Mrs. Fortunato continued the discussion
of this Application which was heard at the Decentt®r2012 and January 2, 2013 Planning & Zoning
Commission Public Hearing and Meetings with theubeing on vehicle and pedestrian traffic patterns
in and around the site.

[Note: At the previous meeting, Mr. Malik reviewtte various Site Plan Options that were considered
and discussed with the Building Committee and T@&#aff (including Police and Fire Departments) and
highlighted the sifgnificant modifications with t®mmissioners to explain why Site Plan Option D3 is
being presented for Commission consideration. Gtsamissioners received the Traffic Impact Study
on December 19, 2012, which was prepared by ABedesch & Company. The Traffic Impact Study
noted existing conditions, the impact of proposedetopment, capacity analyses of surrounding
roadways and conclusions in consideration of theSAR¢novate-as-new Project that was approved in
the April 24, 2012 referendum vote.]

The Building Committee brought Site Plan Option éidve the Commission for consideration at this
meeting. Mr. Turner explained that this optioreatpts to address the conflict raised by the
Commission pertaining to Students parking on sitk@arents cueing in the designated area of Site Pl
Option D. Mr. Fisher noted the result in creat8ige Plan Option H is a more controlled environtmen
as buses will cue in one area and leave together.

Mr. Fisher explained the area for bus drop offwa#i as parent drop off, have been re-directede Th
buses will enter and exit from Wolcott Hill Roa8tudents may enter on Wolcott Hill Road and travel
south to the Student Parking Area, as well asdatitrance. The parent drop off will be off of Jay
Street, and a sidewalk will be added on Eagle Dwvicilitate parent drop off. There will be
approximately five hundred fifty (550) parking spacand twenty five (25) of those spaces are for
handicapped Joarking. The allocation method useddizulating parking was three (3) cars per seats
available, and the capacity of the building isdoe thousand, six hundred (1,600) people. There ar
fifty three (53) additional parking spaces on thath side of the site that are not included inmeking
c? %L_Jlatior_ls, and Mr. Turner noted those spacdseiput out to bid at another time and will notdaet
of this project.

Commissioner Oickle inquired and Mr. Fisher indéchfiay Street and Folly Brook Boulevard will
remain two (2) way roads.

Commissioner Oickle inquired and WHS PrinciFaI, Mioore, indicated there is a staggered traffic
flow. He noted full capacity events occur usuallying a large scale football game, a band, orwhor
event. He also noted the Fire Marshall has reqdesiat multiple large events not occur at the same
time.

Chairman Harley inquired and Mr. Ullman, indicatealgle Drive would remain one Wa?/, westbound,
and an additional lane would be added on Folly Bi8oulevard so that there will be a left turn lane
and a right turn lane exiting Folly Brook Boulevdes there is right of way available) to potentiall
lower the queue from 150-200 feet to 40-50 feetfteft hand turn. A physical construction is reed
as the road is currently thirty (30’) feet wide.

Mr. Ullman provided the following Traffic Accidemhformation for the years 2008-2010 at the vicinity
of: 1) Cottwell Drive and Wolcott Hill Road (WHSideway), there was one (1) crash involving a
vehicle turning left into WHS and a southbound e&hiand the left turning vehicle was cited fotdee

to granting the right of way. Lt. Crabtree of Wartsfield Police Department verified this informatio
was in line with that area; 2) Folly Brook Boulesdand Wells Road noted two (2) crashes [one (1)
crash was a deer strike and the other was a lefinto Folly Brook Boulevard ]; and 3) Jay Street
Wells Road noted five (5) crashes, three (3) ofchwere left turns onto Wells Road at the 2:00 p.m.
timeframe; one (1) accident was a rear end crasis (caveling south) and the other was due to stypp
conditions (snow). He recommended cross walks, ietthe bus drop off area.

Vice Chairman Roberts inquired and Mr. Turner iatkcl there are nine (9) large buses and some
smaller buses (CREC) that will travel in the busupiarea along the east side of the building. Mr.
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Turner and Mr. Ullman confirmed the current plamoidlock off the southeast portion of the driveway
for cut through traffic (make it gated for flexiibyl). Mr. Turner confirmed the requirements of tfiee
Marshal Dignoti that the strcijoed fire lanes andwheth for the turns for the northeast access (WV50
access) have been satisfied.

Commissioner Edwards inquired and Mr. Turner iniddeams may use the bus turnaround for sports
equipment drop off (equipment for field use).

Commissioner Oickle inquired and Mr. Turner indeghiVolcott Hill Road will be restriped for
designated turn lanes (southbound left turn latee @ottwell Drive and northbound left turn into
Wethersfield High School) to discourage studenpdth right at the school driveway.

Commissioner Vasel inquired and Mr. Ullman indichtiee staff/teacher parking area will not conflict
with the proposed traffic pattern, as staff/factitgically leave after the parent pick up time v&o
Principal Moore indicated that Teachers leave 3 $.m.

Chairman Harley inquired and Mr. Ullman indicatedttminor changes can be made after the
circulation patterns have been established.

Chairman Harley referred to the Memorandum fronePBt Gillespie, Economic Development
Manager/Town Planner and Mike Turner, Town Engirte¢he Wethersfield Planning & Zoning
Commission dated January 15, 2013, noting it asgfdhe record, and Mr. Gillespie reiterated the
details of said Memo. There will be a revised Fabhmitted, and the mylars will be signed by the
Commission at a later time.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:

There were no comments made by the public duriisgieeting regarding this matter.

Motion: Vice Chairman Roberts made a motion to app®RELICATION NO. 1785-12-Z: TO
Design, LLC Seeking Site Plan and Design Review for renovatamtsadditions to the building and
site at 411 Wolcott Hill Road (Wethersfield Highh®ol) subject to the conditions set forth in the
Memorandum from Peter D. Gillespie, Economic Depaient Manager/Town Planner and Mike
Turner, Town Engineer to the Wethersfield Planr@ngoning Commission dated January 15, 2013, as
corrected by Commissioner Dean.

DISCUSSION:

Commissioner Oickle suggested the determinatidsagfie Drive use shall be made by Town Staff
(Town Engineer, Building Official, Traffic Safetyfficer, Town Planner, and Fire Marshal).

Vice Chairman Roberts suggested the managemersffi€ bperations, other than actual site changes,
shall be determined by Town Staff, as noted inpite¥ious paragraph.

Second Commissioner Oickle seconded the motion.

Aye: Harley, Roberts, Margiotta, Oickle, EdwarBazzina, Dean, Vasel,
Nay: None;

Vote: 8 —-0;

This Application was Approved with Conditions.
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3. NEW BUSINESS:

3.1 PUBLIC HEARING APPLICATION NO. 1786-12-Z: Leonard Sande Ill Seeking a Special
Permit in accordance with Section 5.7 of the Wedtheld Zoning Regulations for a General Repairer’s
License and outside storage yard at 61 Arrow Reaontinued from 01-02-13

Mr. Leonard Sande, lll, appeared before the Comaoms®garding his Application and noted he is
responding to concerns expressed at the last ngdfedim residents of the condominium community that
abuts the site. He mentioned his plan to re-estabie buffer with a willow hybrid type of treerftast
growth around the perimeter of the fencing [siX (60t slotted fence with canal irrigates, as he
mentioned at the previous hearing] proposed stoyagk (50’ x 50°) area, as the property owner is
unwilling to re-establish the buffer recently reredvalong the entire west border of the propertye T
Applicant mentioned any lighting installed wouldimtan directions south, southwest, and southesst,
to not directly shine on the abutting neighborhoét& noted his plan is to operate at the propoged s
fgr appf{oximately three to five (3-5% years witke tintent to expand this business at a new location
thereafter.

[The following information is taken from January2f13 Planning &
Zoning Commission Public Hearing and Meeting Miisua@d has been
placed in this Meeting’s Minutes for reference msgs:

Mr. Leonard Sande, |, appeared before the Comomsgarding his
Application. He would like to operate the repairgoon of his business at
the site Monday through Friday from 8:00 a.m. @050.m. and Saturday
from 8:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m. The repair portiorhisf business would be
closed on Sunday. The towing operation and stoyagghours (vehicle
release) would occur twenty four (24) hours a dayen 27; days a week
Sunday through Saturda?/). There will be a totahcee (3) employees
including him). There will be three (3) vehiclesed for the business
two (2) light-duty wreckers and one él) light/menh duty car carrier
flatbed)]. There will be a designated impoundasfia vehicles towed to
the site. The business would be located in Unifiatk unit, end of
building) at 61 Arrow Road.

Chairman Harley noted for the record the Decemhef312,
Memorandum to the Planning and Zoning CommissiomfPeter D.
Gillespie, Economic Development Manager/Town Plamame Denise
Bradley, Assistant Planner regarding this Applizati

Mr. Gillespie indicated the Applicant is seekingeneral repairer’s
license in addition to the outside storage yardwisieh would involve

tow operations. The Site Plan provided by the shows a general
depiction of the impound area and noted that mation is needed
regarding the detalls of the improvements for #rat. The impound area
would be located off the Russell Road side of tluperty (north side of
the propertﬁ). The area circled on the Plan ig #hiﬁocated on the back
side of the building and closest to Russell Roatt)ch he intends to
occupy.

Mr. Gillespie indicated his Memo mentioned notest# is subject to an
environmental land use restriction and easemethiet&Gtate DEEP and
that the Applicant needs to review the proposedavgments to the
interior with the State DEEP to make sure he isaxpibsing that area
which is below the foundation level of the property

Mr. Gillespie mentioned that the proEerty ownererdty removed an area
of dense brush and trees to the north which hadged a buffer to the
site, its parking lot and to the adjacent Propewtmers of the Crossings
residential condominium development located tortbweth of the site.
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Additionally, site improvements previously required the development
of this property have not yet been completed. Gliespie mentioned
that a condition for an approval may include thalgisshment of a buffer
replaced to a certain extent and more particulartiie proposed impound
area.

Mr. Gillespie noted that in terms of zoning, thquested use is not
permitted, as the site is located in the Businesk [BP) Zone. He
Indicated that the Applicant applied for and reee€lia use variance from
the Zoning Board of Appeals to operate an autoreatpair business
with one of three stipulations being that Planréngoning Approval is
required (refer to Certified correspondence from\tteethersfield Zoning
Board of Appeals to Mr. Leonard Sande, lll, datexdober 25, 2012).

Mr. Gillespie also noted that approvals for tharerproperty made in the
2006-2008 year timeframe had explicit improveméiets to the next
building that have not been completed, and thigestl\pplication is
affected by the lack of follow-through on those amals.fo

Chairman Harley inquired and the Applicant indicktiee landscaper would provide an accurate
estimate, after reviewing the area, as to how nstnybs are necessary for the screened-in storage ar

Commissioner Oickle thanked the Applicant for af¢srto address site concerns despite the property
owner’s decision not to attend the hearings, asasigd by the Commission regarding this Application
He noted a site plan and draft proposal detaith@fpplicant’s details described at the Commission
meetings are necessary on paper as to propergwaetiiis A(Joplication. He noted there is a lack of
pa\léement and derelict conditions (storage of trailenused vehicles/boats) that make the area appea
unkempt.

Chairman Harley inquired and the Applicant notegr¢his agreement with the property owner and he
that the fenced in storage yard (50 x 50) areebedocated closer (moved in a southerly directiothie
rear of the lot) to the existing building. The Aippnt mentioned the property owner stated theymat
attend a Planning & Zoning Meeting regarding thpphcation. He agreed with Commissioner Oickle
that details need to be shown on a Plan.

Commissioner Oickle indicated there is uncertaintthe twenty four hour a day, seven days per week
operation noted in this Apﬂlication and its comipiity with the neighborhood. The Applicant
indicated there is not much room for compromisgerms of the business operation other than re-
establishing a buffer around the storage area dhdrance to noise decibel levels dictated by Town
Ordinances. Chairman Oickle inquired and the Aggpit indicated that he is not willing to pave a
portion of the back lot and that the property owisarot willing to do so. Chairman Oickle noted he
recently visited the residential area next to iteeand mentioned the likelihood of the deciduoes t

and shrubber% buffer recently removed by the priyp@wvner acted as a barrier between it and the
pristine neighborhood abutting it.

Chairman Harley mentioned he could not considereept for an approval, as details described by the
Applicant for this site need to be depicted onanplHe asked the audience to consider in thely:rep

1) the Applicant having the proposed storage aveatéd closer to the main building; and 2) a respon
regarding the amount of screening expected to ersslevel of comfort with the proposed business
OEeratln at the proposed location, and 3) theideretion of the proposed six to eight (6’-8’) foot

chain link fence with slats with vegetated scregraround it. Chairman Harley noted the public woul
also be able to comment in the future after a tetdtlan was submitted.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:

Elaine Ihnat, 92 Schoolhouse Crossing, appearemtdoéie Commission in opposition to this
Application. She noted that having the proposegoumd lot moved closer to the main building is
better, but the proposed business for said locaioot optimal. She is also concerned with thiseo
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and lighting affecting her residential neighborhaldt would be associated with the twenty-four (24)
hour, seven (7) days per week commercial businesisaton proposed.

Mary Raum, 10 Tanner Crossing, appeared befor€dimemission in opposition to this Application.
She thanked the Commission for their attentiorni® Application and noted there is nothing personal
against the Applicant or his business, and reatize§ own wants to be business friendly. She noted
moving the proposed impound lot further south, Ifixmiing the lighting on the north side of the binigl
and directing it south and establishing a buffenglthe fenced in area would make the Applicatitot a
more acceptable. She noted, however, concernsisd from the proposed business that would be
associated with the twenty-four (24) hour, seve)rd?lls per week commercial business operation
proposed, as it would adversely affect the tramtywlf her quiet residential neighborhood (as vesl|
property values). She believes granting this Agapilon would reward the land owner for bad behgvio
as there has been a lack of compliance with camditio previous permits for this site in several
instances. She noted many property owners ialthéing neighborhood want to see a restoration of
the recently removed buffer, as well as a buffeuad the entire perimeter of the property. Shedsk
this Commission has the authority to require truapprtz owner to comply with previous conditions for
this site. She noted Russell Road is the accesst $0 her abutting neighborhood and cannot be
avoided. As such, she concluded her neighborh®adversely affected by the blight of the subject

property.

Commissioner Oickle inquired and Ms. Raum indicadled the existing businesses at the site basically
operate from the hours of 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.rd.ae no problem for the abutting neighborhood, and
described the area as pastoral at night.

Lorraine Zera, 19 Potter Crossing, appeared béfe€ommission in opposition to this Application.
She is concerned with the property owner’s commitnoé allowing, to an%/ extent, of any type of buffe
restoration on or along the property. She notgdirements established for the property in at |6zt
past six (6) years have not resulted with compkan8he has oil/gas leakage concerns and theirssve
affects on the environment, including and not ledito ground water, due to lack of pavement in.area
She mentioned the condominium community is over @#er occupied (not rented) and the
neighborhood boasts pride in its appearance byokayg landscaping and general upkeep.

Chairman Harley noted, for example, if paving offace was a condition for this Application, the
proposed business would not be allowed to operdb®ut that condition being met.

Commissioner Fazzina inquired and Chairman Harldicated the property owner was formally asked
to appear at this hearing for this subject Applaraand the property owner chose not to do so.

Mr. Gillespie indicated the property owner declirsgtbndance at this meeting. He stated the bugildin
was divided into twelve (12) sub units and thatdhesion did not change parking requirements ha t
property. He noted, however, there were conditfonshe property that have not been met by the
owner and that the property owner disagrees wittitions. He indicated the property owner’s colinse
and the Town are working on this issue, and themo@ning officer may weigh in on the issue.

Chairman Harley inquired and Mr. Gillespie mentidmmgainage, landscape islands and paving are
issues for the parking lot that were addressedeanipus Applications for the property.

Ms. Raum noted that Town Regulations state thatragimum, a commercial property owner must
buffering the view of their site from the streee(iRussell Road in this instance), unless this
Commission waived that requirement.

Rose Germano, 17 Tinsmith Crossing, appeared b#fer€ommission in opposition to this
Application. She the property owner has blightegl dppearance his site which has negatively atfecte
the property values of the abutting neighborho8te noted that the addition of the business prapose
will compound the effect. She questioned why arctias not been taken against the site owner for
removal of the buffer area. She noted the sulgedbd blight continues, as Lamore’s Service Station
Towing recently placed DiGiorgi trucks on the résrat the site.

Christina Divincenzo, 31 Sawmill Crossing, appedretbre the Commission in opposition to this
Application. This Application’s proposed twentydio(24) hour, seven (7) days per week commercial
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business operation coupled with the proposed ondried seventy (170) unit subdivision created by
Toll Brothers will not be complimentary to the ating neighborhood. She noted that 61 Arrow Road
was previously buffered from the existing neighlwarth and that the level of business activity at the
subject site will be extremely different with a on of this Application, coupled with the losistioe
buffer, than the level of business activity gensidtom the tenants currently located at the siike
noted there is junk piling up on the property. 8bbeves the Applicant was chosen the wrong locati
for a twenty-four (24? hour, seven (7) days per kve@mmercial towing business, as described, and
noted it is not feasible for the abutting residanpiroperty owners to allow a special permit fa th
aforesaid business activity.

Donna Clough, 12 Tinsmith Crossing, appeared baf@é&Commission in opposition to this
Application.

The Applicant indicated that if he cannot openthisiness due to the pro%ert owner’s lack of
accommodating conditions regarding paving of theta plantings, then he e,&pplicant) may consider
withdrawing his Application.

Mr. Gillespie noted the Commissioners would éﬁmﬂais Application with the property owner’s
transgressions and outstanding permit issues.GlMespie also noted there are overlapping areas
affecting this Application. Mr. Gillespie mentiath@ repaving of the parking lot would not be expdct
to be completed by the Applicant, but if the Apph¢ was willing to do some landscaping it may help.
He mentioned he does not expect the Commissiottaohea condition to this Application, if it was to
be approved, requiring the property owner to cl@athe site prior to opening his business. Hedote
there are things the property owner would havepfw@e (as those matters would run with the
property, and the property owner would ultimategyrbsponsible for) prior to the Applicant returniog
the Commission with a revised Plan at the next mget

Chairman Harley inquired and Mr. Gillespie indichthat in terms of a next step for the Applicant, a
notification (letter or e-mail) from the propertwoer, Mr. Tartaglia, noting the revised plan of the
Aplolicant has been seen by him (owner) and thébWweer) agrees to the obligations can be sent to Mr
Gillespie for placement on the record.

Vice Chairman Roberts mentioned concerns regam@sgrting compliance with this Application to
DMV given the status of this property.

Mr. Gillespie indicated DMV asks solely that theeusas zoning approval for the location.

Commissioner Oickle mentioned the use regardirgjAjpiplication is different than what appears to be
for all the other tenants at the site, as the pegdusiness is a more intensive use of the sranfy-
four (24) hour, seven (7) days per week commetoiging business].

Commissioner Margiotta recommended that in ordeotwsider this Application, the following details
to be included: 1) site accessible from Arrow Roaty (via Berlin Turnpike); 2) an oil containment
system in place for the back lot to address flpitiss(petroleum); and 3) vehicles should not et
outside the fenced in impound lot.

Applicant noted it is procedure to take care oliage and contain material at area of pickup.

Commissioner Oickle is hesitant of the use propaséhlis Application for this area. He noted his
concerns for the property owner’s fulfillment ofligiations necessary to open the proposed busitess a
the site. He also noted that he will review albrmation once there are more details provided in a
revised Plan. He mentioned there is a high peagenof tenant occupancy at the site and questibys w
more site compliance details have not been met.

Chairman Harley suggested that strong screeninglasdr proximity of the impound lot to the exigfin
structure are matters the property owner needgreedo.
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Motion: Vice Chairman Roberts made a motion to contiheepublic hearing to Tuesday, February 5,
2013, ofPUBLIC HEARING APPLICATION NO. 1786-12-Z: Leonard Sande IIl Seeking a
Special Permit in accordance with Section 5.7 efWethersfield Zoning Regulations for a General
Repairer’s License and outside storage yard atrédwARoad.

Second Commissioner Margiotta seconded the motion.

Aye: Harley, Roberts, Margiotta, Oickle, EdwarBazzina, Dean, Vasel;
Nay: None;

Vote: 8 -0;

This Public Hearing was continued to Tuesday, Febmary 5, 2013.

4. OTHER BUSINESS:

There was no Other Business discussed at this mgeeti

5. MINUTES - January 2, 2013 Planning & Zoning Conmission Meeting Minutes:

Minutes of the January 2, 2013 Meeting of the Plaring & Zoning Commission will be reviewed
for vote at the next Meeting.

6. STAFF REPORTS:

Mr. Gillespie mentioned that on January 10, 2048, Ttown received a citation of an appeal pending
regarding the denial &ZPPLICATION NO. 1781-12-Z [Matthew W. Cooper Seeking a Special
Permit in accordance with Section 3.9 of the Wetheld Zoning Regulations for the creation of arrea
lot at 130 Hartford Avenue].

Mr. Gillespie also mentioned Mr. Chalder of Planirus has made the minor revisions to the Draft
2013 Plan of Conservation and Development andthigapublic hearing for plan adoption will be
advertised in the near future.

Mr. Gillespie indicated there is a meeting scheddide 12:00 p.m. on Wednesday, January 16, 2013 at
the Webb Dean Stevens House for the planning stndyprocess to begin with the consultant,
stakeholder groups, and subject property ownera,rasult of the Town receiving a grant from the CT
Trust for Historic Preservation to complete a plagrstudy of the Masonic building and Comstock
Ferre property on Main Street. A Community Meetiogliscuss the planning study and its subjecs site
will be scheduled in mid February 2013.

7. PUBLIC COMMENTS ON GENERAL MATTERS OF PLANNING AND ZONING.

There were no public comments made at this meetigarding general matters of planning and zoning.

8. CORRESPONDENCE:

There were no items of correspondence discussbdsanheeting.
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9. PENDING APPLICATIONS TO BE HEARD AT FUTURE MEETI NGS:

There were no pending applications discussed ddhisgneeting.

10. ADJOURNMENT:
Motion: Commissioner Oickle motioned to adjourn the mee&éing:52 p.m.

Second: Vice Chairman Roberts seconded the motion.

Aye: Harley, Roberts, Margiotta, Oickle, EdwarBazzina, Dean, Vasel,
Nay: None;
Vote: 8 - 0;

Meeting adjourned.

Respectfully submitted,
Ellen Goslicki, Recording Secretary
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